three entries as interpreted by Mr* Brunattl.  Contrary to
Mr* Brunattifs interpretation, Mr. Endler insisted that plan
Sireview 25fi and exhibit O-2 depict the air going up two
entries and down the third one, and that this was precisely
how it was directed on January 10, when Mr. Brunatti tested it,
Mr. Endler believed that the dispute lies in the fact that
Mr, Brunatti believed the arrow at the top left-hand corner of
Slreview 25Si reflects that the air should go down all three
entries (Tr. 135-137).

Mr. Endler explained that in the development of a sec-
tion, three entries are driven, and the belt is always the
middle entry.  He explained that air is always going up the
middle belt entry, as well as up the right-hand entry, and
then down the left-hand entry.  Any changes in the direction
of the air flow could only be made by submitting them to MSHA
for approval*  He finds nothing in plan fsreview 25SS to indi-
cate any change in the direction of air down all three entries
(Tr. 146-148).

Mr. Endler confirmed that the order was terminated^after
changes in the air flow direction were made to comply with
Mr. Brunattiss requirements, and he identified exhibit 0-8 as
the plan revision accepted by MSHA as part of Sf review 25 *fs

He confirmed that at the time the order was issued,
Mr. Brunatti believed the direction of air flow should have
been as shown in the plan revision submitted to terminate the
order, and had it been that way, no citation would have been
issued (Tr. 148-151).

On cross-examination, Mr. Endler stated that exhibit 0-2
was submitted as part of the ventilation plan to depict how
the mining of the area would be developed, and that it does
not basically reflect how a gob area should be ventilated
during retreat mining (Tr. 156-157).  He confirmed that
"review 25," exhibit G-3(a), reflects how a gob area should
be ventilated.  He.explained that air would be directed up
and across the gob area by means of regulators and restrict-
ing the area on the return by use of canvass which forces the
air through the holes that are created.  He confirmed that at
the time the violation was observed by Mr. Brunatti, retreat
mining was taking place in the cited area in question (Tr.
157-158).

Mr. Endler stated that the air in the back-end of the
D-9 area was being coursed in the direction depicted on
"review 25."  He stated that Mr. Brunatti was concerned about
the direction of air flow in the adjacent panel that had been
driven, and that he did in fact determine that it was being
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